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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Status 

1 )Kl Responsive to communication(s) filed on 31 May 2001 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)IE This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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Application Papers 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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1 .13 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1,8, and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent Application No. 2004/0107269 to Rangan et al. 

a. As per claims 1 and 12, Rangan et al teaches a method of aiding portal site 
making comprising the steps of: preparing a plurality of mount files (See page 1, 
paragraph [0008]); displaying one of said plurality of mount files in accordance with 
selection by a user; preparing a plurality of image/information files indicative of various 
services (See page 1, paragraph [0012]); and mounting said image/in formation files on 
said displayed mount file in accordance with operation by the user (See page 1, paragraph 
[0010]). Remarks: Rangan teaches a plurality of files retrieved from elsewhere on the 
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network and accessed locally that is equivalent to mounting a plurality of files. 

b. As per claim 8 and 13, Rangan et al teaches displaying a portal site in which 
image/information files indicative of various services are mounted on a mount (See page 
1, paragraph [0008]); and providing service items in accordance with selection of said 
image/information files by a user (See page 1, paragraph [0010]). Remarks: Rangan 
teaches a plurality of files retrieved from elsewhere on the network and accessed locally 
that is equivalent to mounting a plurality of files. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 2-4 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent Application No. 2004/0107269 to Rangan et al in view of U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2002/0186887 to Rhoads. 



a. As per claims 2 and 9, Rangan et al teaches the claimed invention as described 
above. However, Rangan et al fails to teach wherein each of said image/information files 
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is made by embedding information indicative of the contents of various services in 
images for identifying the various services through digital watermarking. 

Rhoads teaches a method for monitoring internet dissemination of image, video 
and/or audio files. Furthermore, Rhoads teaches wherein each of said image/information 
files is made by embedding information indicative of the contents of various services in 
images for identifying the various services through digital watermarking (See page 1, 
paragraph [0006]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate each of said image/information files is made by 
embedding information indicative of the contents of various services in images for 
identifying the various services through digital watermarking as taught by Rhoads in the 
claimed invention of Rangan et al in order to make it easier for the proprietors of such 
materials to track the uses of the files (See page 1, paragraph [0004]). 

b. As per claim 3, Rangan et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Rangan et al teaches wherein the information indicative of the contents of 
the services of said image/information files includes a service menu and URLs 
corresponding to individual items of the menu (See page 5, paragraph [0052]). 

c. As per claim 4, Rangan et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Rangan et al teaches wherein said plurality of mount files and said 
image/information files are provided through a network (See page 2, paragraph [0021]). 
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4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2004/0107269 to Rangan et al in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 
6,240,442 to Domenikos et al. 

a. As per claim 5, Rangan et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Rangan et al teaches wherein said mount file includes information for 
identifying the mount type. 

Domenikos et al teaches a system and method for executing application programs 
form a memory device linked to server at internet site. Furthermore, Domenikos teaches 
wherein said mount file includes information for identifying the mount type (See col. 13, 
lines 65-67). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate wherein said mount file includes information for 
identifying the mount type as taught by Domenikos in the claimed invention of Rangan et 
al in order to represent the file to be mounted (See col. 14, lines 9-17). 

5. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent Application No. 2004/0107269 to Rangan et al in view of U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2002/0049847 to McArdle et al. 
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a. As per claim 6, Rangan et al teaches the claimed invention as described above- 
However, Rangan fails to teach wherein the operation by said user is drag and drop of 
said image/information file. 

McArdle et al teaches a dynamic interactive processes for unaided browsers. 
Furthermore, McArdle et al teaches wherein the operation by said user is drag and drop 
of said image/information file (See page 7, paragraph [0116]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art the time the 
invention was made to incorporate wherein the operation by said user is drag and drop of 
said image/information file as taught by McArdle et al in the claimed invention of 
Rangan et al in order to make subsequent changes to any selected files (See page 7, 
paragraph [0116]). 

b. As per claim 7, Rangan et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Rangan et al teaches wherein said mount file is of a HTML format. However, Rangan 
fails to teach when said image/information file is dragged and dropped, a statement 
defining dropped coordinates and an image/information file name is inserted into said 
mount file. 

McArdle et al teaches when said image/information file is dragged and dropped, a 
statement defining dropped coordinates and an image/information file name is inserted 
into said mount file (See page 7, paragraph [0116]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate when said image/information file is dragged and 
dropped, a statement defining dropped coordinates and an image/information file name is 
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inserted into said mount file as taught by McArdle et al in the claimed invention of 
Rangan et al in order to make subsequent changes to any selected files (See page 7, 
paragraph [0116]). 



6. Claims 10-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent Application No. 2004/0107269 to Rangan et al in view of U.S. Patent Application 
No. 2002/0186887 to Rhoads as applied to claim 9 above, and further in view of U.S. 
Patent Application No. 6,240,442 to Domenikos et al. 

a. As per claim 10, Rangan et al in view of Rhoads teaches the claimed invention as 
described above. However, Rangan et al in view of Rhoads fails to teach wherein said 
mount includes information for identifying the mount type; the information indicative of 
the contents of said image/information files includes a service menu and the mount type 
and a URL corresponding to each item of the menu; and in said service item providing 
step, the mount type included in said mount is compared with the mount type of each 
item of the menu included in said image/information file to display a coincident menu 
item. 

Domenikos et al teaches wherein said mount includes information for identifying 
the mount type; the information indicative of the contents of said image/information files 
includes a service menu and the mount type and a URL corresponding to each item of the 
menu; and in said service item providing step, the mount type included in said mount is 
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compared with the mount type of each item of the menu included in said 
image/information file to display a coincident menu item (See col. 13, lines 65-67). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate wherein said mount includes information for 
identifying the mount type; the information indicative of the contents of said 
image/information files includes a service menu and the mount type and a URL 
corresponding to each item of the menu; and in said service item providing step, the 
mount type included in said mount is compared with the mount type of each item of the 
menu included in said image/information file to display a coincident menu item as taught 
by Domenikos in the claimed invention of Rangan et al in view of Rhoads in order to 
represent the file to be mounted (See col, 14, lines 9-17). 

b. As per claim 1 1 , Rangan et al in view of Rhoads teaches the claimed invention as 
described above. Furthermore, Rangan et al teaches linking to a URL of the menu item 
included in said image/information file in accordance with selection of the menu item by 
the user (See page 3, paragraph [003 1]). 



Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure. 

U.S. Patent Application No. 2002/0194267 to Flesner et al teaches a portal server 
that provides modification of user interfaces for access to computer networks. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Djenane M Bayard whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
6606. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00 AM-4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (703) 305-4003. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Djenane Bayard 




Patent Examiner 



Primary Patent Examiner 



